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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 4-9 are pending for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Prakash et al (hereafter Prakash) (U.S. Patent No. 6434626). 

4. As per claim 4, Prakash teaches a method for identifying a plurality of active 
devices on a network (abstract, monitoring the plurality of active devices on a SAN 
network) comprising: 

executing a program comprising issuing to each of the active devices one or 
more first requests for information comprising an indication of a presence of the device 
on the network and a device architecture (co. 4, lines 21-50; col. 7, lines 51-67; col. 8, 
lines 1-5, 31-50; col. 9, lines 38-43); 

receiving in response to the first requests a response (col. 9, lines 50-67; col. 10, 
lines 1-16, 20-33); 

receiving, based on the device architecture indicated in the response, one or 
more messages that request additional information about the device, wherein the 
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messages are customized and executed outside the program (col. 10, lines 36-44, 48- 
57); 

executing the messages (col. 10, lines 57-67; col. 11, lines 1-4); and 
receiving the additional information (col. 10, lines 59-61, the additional 
information is sent to the OSM, thus the OSM receiving the additional information). 

5. Prakash did not specifically teach scripts to request additional information as 
recited in the claim. Instead, Prakash teaches messages to request additional 
information. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have recognized that the scripts as recited in the claim is the 
functional equivalent as the messages disclosed in Prakash because both of them 
customized for requesting additional information from the device indicated in the 
response. Thus, the messages as disclosed in Prakash are the same as the scripts of 
as recited in the claim. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have used Prakash's system to monitor 
network performance which avoids traffic overload (Prakash, col. 4, lines 16-17). 

6. As per claims 5-6, they are machine readable medium and system claims that 
corresponding to method claim 4. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reason as 
claim 4 above. 
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7. Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McNally et al. (hereafter McNally) (U.S Patent No. 6549932), and in view of Potter et al. 
(hereafter Potter) (U.S. Patent No. 7222148). 

8. McNally was cited in the previous office action. 

9. As per claim 7, McNally teaches the invention substantially as claim including a 
system comprising: 

a manager object including a plurality of workers threads operating in parallel (fig. 
4, col. 2, lines 41-44; col. 6, lines 49-57; col. 8, lines 21-23, the manager object 14 
(object manager) including a plurality of discovery agents (worker threads) operating in 
parallel); 

a plurality of request objects (col. 3, lines 15-17, col. 8, lines 3-4, col. 9, lines 15- 
23; col. 13, lines 47, the plurality of request objects referred here are the request to 
discover the target device that the task deployment needed); 

a computer configured to process the manager object and the plurality of request 
objects, the manager object configured to received each of the plurality of request 
objects (fig. 4, col. 3, lines 15-30, the object manager 14 received each of the plurality of 
request objects); 

a plurality of active devices on a network in communication with the computer, 
each of the plurality of request objects representative one of the active devices and a 
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request for an indication of a presence of the one of the active devices on the network 
(col. 2, lines 15-18; col. 3, lines 15-56); 

storage device coupled to the network (col. 3, lines 56-61; col. 16, lines 10); 

a manager object further configured to distribute each of the plurality of request 
objects to one ore more of the plurality of worker threads (col. 3, lines 15-56; col. 8, 
lines 20-26; the dispatch mechanism is a part of the object manager dispatch the 
request objects to the discovery agents in order for the discovery agents to perform the 
discovery operation); 

each of the plurality of worker threads configured to process each of the plurality 
of request objects and to perform at least identical discovery functions on the plurality of 
active devices in response to the request for an indication (col. 2, lines 40-41 ; col. 6, 
lines 49-57; col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 11, lines 1-67; col. 12, lines 1-9), and to send each 
of the plurality of request objects to the manager object (col. 9, lines 61-67; col. 10, lines 
1-2); 

the manager object further configured to receive each of the plurality of request 
objects from the one or more of the plurality of worker threads after a response to the 
request for an indication has been received (col. 11, line 66; col. 12, lines 1-2); and 

the storage device configured to store response received for each of the plurality 
of request objects (col. 3, lines 56-61; col. 16, lines 10). 
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1 0. Mcnally did not specifically teach a request queue, organizing the plurality of the 
request objects in the request queue, a result queue, and organizing response of the 
plurality of the request objects in the result queue. 

1 1 . However, Potter teach a request queue, organizing the plurality of the request 
objects in the request queue, a result queue, and organizing response of the plurality of 
the request objects in the result queue (abstract; col. 2, lines 4-24). 

12. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to try to in cooperate the teaching of Potter into MCNally because 
both McNally and Potter teaching of distributing requests from manager to a plurality of 
nodes to process the requests in parallel, and Potter also teaches a request queue, 
result queue, and organizing the requests in the request/result queue would produced a 
system that allowing processing of requests in a timely manner. 

13. As per claims 8-9, they are method and machine readable medium claims that 
corresponding to system claim 7. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reason as 
claim 7 above. 
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Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 4-6 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection over Prakash et al. (U.S. Patent no. 
6434626). 

1 5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 7-9 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection over McNally et al (U.S. Patent No. 
6549932) (in view of new interpretation and new mapping). 

16. In addition, it is noted that applicant argued with respect to combination of 
McNally and Potter that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is based upon 
improper hindsight reasoning. 

1 7. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 
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Conclusion 

18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure (see attached PTO 892 form for details). 

19. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JENNIFER N. TO whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7212. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T 6AM- 3:30 PM, F 6AM- 2:30 PM. 
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21 . If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

22. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 
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